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Priorto operationof the treatment system FNFwill installa well backflowpreventiondeviceand haveit testedby a
StanislauCountyapprovedtestert. Thproposedgroundwatertreatment systemcomponentsincludesix(6)
Culligarstainlesssteelportableion exchangdanksfilled with ResintectSIR*100rHRitrate reducingresin,andsix(6)
replacementexchangdanks(whichwill be housedat the CulliganWwater Company)Thesystemalsoincludesanin r
line nitrate analyzerhighnitrate shutoff valve,sampleport, chlorinedisinfectioninjectionport, and 1500rgallon
storagetank for treated water.

Thesystemwill be placedon a concretepad (estimateddimensionsof 10feet x 12 feet) adjacentto anexisting
corrugatedmetal building. Theproposedlocationfor the treatment systemis shownon Figure2 and a treatment
systemschematids providedon Figure3. Asshownon Figure2, water from the supplywell will be treated by the
systemandthen distributed viapipelinefor useat the FNFOfficeand EmployeeBreakRoom.

Asshownon Figure3, water from the supplywell will enter the treatment systemfor removalof nitrates by the ion
exchangesystem.Thetreatment systemwill operateautomatically. Thewell pumpwill turn on whenthe water level
in the storagetankreachesalow levelandwill shutdownwhenthe water levelreachesa highlevel.

Toensurethat the treatment systemis effectivelyremovingnitratesfrom groundwater,FNFpersonnelwill observe
andlogreal rtimenitrate concentrationsn the systemeffluent daily viathe in rlinenitrate analyzer.Whennitrate
levelsapproach8 mg/l, FNFwill arrangefor Culliganto deliverthe sixreplacementexchangdganksandremovethe
sixusedexchangdanksfor regenerationand storageat the CulliganWater Company. Foraddedprotection,the
treatment systemis alsoequippedwith a nitrate monitoring systemthat will alert FNFoperatorswhenthe nitrate
levelsapproachthe MCLasatriggerfor replacementof the sixexchangdanks.

The estimated schedulefor replacementof the exchangetanks is monthly; to be confirmed after startup of the
system.After replacementevent,a flushof the sixexchangeaankswith well water will be performed. Theflushwill
continue until the nitrate levelsindicated by the in rlineanalyzerhave stabilizedbelow the MCL.The volume of
flushedwater is expectedto be lessthan five gallonsper month. Flushedwater will be stored on rSitén a container/
tank and disposedoff rSiteat the treatment facility in Newman,Californiaif nitrate concentrationsexceedthe MCLof
10 mg/Lfor nitrate. Theflushwater storagecontainer/tankwill be maintainedat the samelocationasthe treatment
system.

Photographsof the proposedareafor constructionof the systemare providedin AttachmentB. A detailed Public
Water SystemReportpreparedby AM Consultingengineersn December2020is providedasAttachmentC,whichis
the basis for the treatment system description.

9. Surroundingland usesand setting: The surroundingparcelsare zoned as agriculture

andcurrentlyoccupiedpredominantlyby orchards.

10. Other public agencies whose approval is required (e.g., None
permits, financingapproval,or participation agreement.):

1 http://www.stancounty.com/er/emironmentalhealth/pdf/certifiedbackflowtestersccc specialistsl2 41 4.9.pdf
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ENVIRONMENTAHACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED:
The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this project, involving at least one impact that is a
“Potentially Significant Impact” as indicated by the checklist on the following pages.

¢ Aesthetics * Greenhouse Gas Emissions * Public Services
¢ Agriculture & Forestry Resources » Hazards & Hazardous Materials » Recreation
« Air Quality Hydrology / Water Quality  Transportation / Traffic
Biological Resources e Land Use / Planning Tribal Cultural Resources
¢ Cultural Resources e Mineral Resources « Utilities / Service Systems
¢ Energy * Noise » Wildfire
Geology / Soils » Population / Housing * Mandatory Findings of Significance

DETERMINATION: (To be completed by the Lead Agency)
On the basis of this initial evaluation:

| find that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment, and a NEGETGVERATION
will be prepared.

| find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, there will not be a
significant effect in this case because revisions in the project have been made by or agreed to by the project proponent.
A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

| find that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
REPORT is required.

| find that the proposed project MAY have“aotentially significant impact” or “potentially significant unless mitigated”

impact on the environment, but at least one effect 1) has been adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to
applicable legal standards, and 2) has been addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis as described
on attached sheetsAn ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required, but it must analyze only the effects that remain
to be addressed.

| find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, because all potentially
significant effects (a) have been analyzed adequately in an earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION pursuant to applicab
standards, and (b) have been avoided or mitigated pursuant to that eari@R or NEGATIVE DECLARATION, including
revisions or mitigation measures that are imposed upon the proposed project, nothing further is required.

Signature | STRIVING TO BE THE BEST COUNTY IN AMERICA
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EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS:

1) A brief explanation is required for all answers except “No Impact” answers that are adequately supported by the information
sources a lead agency cites in the parentheses following each quesfiofNo Impact” answer is adequately supported if the
referenced infomation sources show that the impact simply does not apply to projects like the one involved (e.g., the project falls
outside a fault rupture zone)A “No Impact” answer should be explained where it is based on projsgecific factors as well as
general standards (e.g., the project will not expose sensitive receptors to pollutants, based on a pigecific screening analysis).

2) All answers must take account of the whole action involved, including-sifeé as well as ossite, cumulative as well as pregt-
level, indirect as well as direct, and construction as well as operational impacts.

3) Once the lead agency has determined that a particular physical impact may occur, than the checklist answers must indicate
whether the impact is potentially signifignt, less than significant with mitigation, or less than significat®otentially Significant
Impact” is appropriate if there is substantial evidence that an effect may be significaihthere are one or more “Potentially
Significant Impact” entries whetthe determination is made, an EIR is required.

4) “Negative Declaration: Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated” applies where the incorporation of mitigation
measures has reduced an effect from “Potentially Significant Impact” to a “LessnTignificant Impact."The lead agency must
describe the mitigation measures, and briefly explain how they reduce the effect to a less than significant level (mitigatasures
from Section XVII, “Earlier Analyses,” may be crosterenced).

5) Earlieranalyses may be used where, pursuant to the tiering, program EIR, or other CEQA process, an effect has been adequatel
analyzed in an earlier EIR or negative declaration.

Section 15063(c)(3)(Dhn this case, a brief discussion should identify the following:
a) Earlier Analysis Used. Identify and state where they are available for review.
b) Impacts Adequately Addressettientify which effects from the above checklist were within the scope of and adequately
analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and state whether such effects were addressed by
mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis.
c) Mitigation MeasuresFor effects that are “Less than Significant with Mitigation Measures Incorporated,” describe the
mitigation measures which were incorporated or refined from the earlier document and the extent to which they address
site-specific conditions for the project.
6) Lead agencies are encouraged to incorporate into the checklist references to information sources for potential impacts (e.g.,
general plans, zoning ordinances}eferences to a previously prepared or outside document should, where appropriate, include a

reference to the page or pages where the statement is substantiated.

7) Supporting InformationSources: A source list should be attached, and other sources used or individuals contacted should be
cited in the discussion.

8) This is only a suggested form, and lead agencies are free to use different formats; however, lead agencies should nordnafig ad
the questions from this checklist that are relevant to a project’'s environmental effects in whatever format is selected.

9) The explanation of each issue should identify:
a) the significant criteria or threshold, if any, used to evaluate each gies and

b) the mitigation measure identified, if any, to reduce the impact to less than significant.
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l. AESTHETIGSEXxcept as provided in Public Resour| Potentially | Less Than | Less Than| No Impact
Code Section 21099, would the project Significant| Significant | Significant
Impact With Impact

Mitigation

Included
a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista? X
b) Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but
limited to, trees, rockoutcroppings, and historic building X
within a state scenic highway?
¢) In nonurbanized areas, substantially degrade the exig
visual character or quality of public views of the site and its
surroundings? (Public views are those that are experignce X
from publicly accessible vantage point). If the project is in an
urbanized area, would the project conflict with applica
zoning and other regulations governing scenic quality?
d) Create a new source of substantial light or glare which w X

advasely affect day or nighttime views in the area?

DiscussionThe proposed project involves the installatiand operation ofinion exchangevater treatment system

and 1,500 gallon treated water storage tainkhe location shown on Figure 2The proposed location for the treatment

systemisjust to the north of an existing building and just soutragfaved area on a developed pard@loposed project

activitieswould not affect any scenic vista, damage any scenic resource, degrade the existing visual quality of any publi
view, or create a new source of substantial light or glare. In summary, the proposed lvemglsho impact on aesthetics.

Mitigation: None.
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II. AGRICULTURE AND FOREST RESOWRG@&Srmining
whether impacts to agricultural resources are significa
environmental effects, lead agencies may refer to tf

Model (1997) prepared by the California Department

on agriculture and farmlandln determining whether impacts
to forest resources, including timberland, are gsiificant
environmental effects, lead agencies may refer

information compiled by the California Department @
Forestry and Fire Protection regarding the state’s inventory
forest land, including the Forest and Range Assessm

carbon measurement methodology provided in Fore

Would the project

Protocols adopted by the California Air Resources Board.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

California Agricultural Land Evaluation and Site Assessment

Conservation as an optional model to use in assessing impacts

of

Project and the Forest Legacy Assessment project; and forest

Less Than
Significant
With
Mitigation
Included

LessThan
Significant
Impact

No Impact

a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmlar
Statewide Importance (Farmland), as shown on the m
prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and Monitor
Program of the California Resources Agency,
agricultural use?

ng

to -mon

b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, o
Williamson Act contract?

¢) Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, fo

or timberland zoned Timberland Production (as defined
Government Code section 51104(g))?

land (as defined in Public Resources Code section 12220(q)),
timberland (as defined by Public Resources Code section 4526),

by

d) Result in the loss of forest land @ynversion of forest lang
to nonforest use?

e) Involve other changes in the existing environment wh
due to their location or nature, could result in conversion
Farmland, to noragricultural use or conversion @drest land
to nonforest use?

of

Discussion:

The proposed project is located on a parcel currently zoned “Generald@G\cre”. Completion of the proposed
projectwould not result inany changes to land use or zoningpecificallythe proposed project wouldot result in the
conversion of Farmland to neagricultural useor the loss of forest landin summary, the proposed would have no

impact onagricultural or forest resources

Mitigation: None.
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lll. AIR QUALITYWhere available, thesignificance criterial Potentially | Less Than | Less Than| No Impact
established by the applicable air quality management or aiignificant| Significant | Significant

pollution control district may be relied upon to make the Impact With Impact
following determinations.-- Would the project: Mitigation
Included

a. Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicab X
air quality plan?

b. Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of &
criteria pollutant for which the project region is X
nonattainment under an applicable federal or state
ambient air quality standard?

c. Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant X
concentrations?

d. Result in other emissions such as those leadintars X

adverselyaffecting a substantial number of people?

Discussion:

FNF is located within the jurisdiction of the San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District (SJ¥AAGED]).air
qualityin the San Joaquin Valley is classified asattanment with respect to federal and state standards furone
andparticulatematter with diameter 10 micrometers (um) or smaller (AM), particulate matter with diameter less
than 2.5 pym are classified as nattainment with respect to state standards. SIVAPCD administers Air Quality
Attainment Plans for particulate matter, ozermnd carbon monoxideOperation of the proposed treatment systas
expected to have no impacin air quality because pressure from tgwundvater pumped from the adjacent supply
wellwould cause groundwater to flow through then exchange treatment systemwith no additional air emissions or
odors generated Vehicle emissionassociated with the monthly transport of thien exchangeressels between the Site
and a Culligan facility in Modesto, Califomiauld be negligible v respect to air quality standarddn summary, the
proposed project is expected to have no impact to air quality

Mitigation: None.

References:

San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District, 2021. Ambient Air Quality Standards and Valley Attainment Status.
https://www.valleyair.org/aginfo/attainment.htm Accessed September 22, 2021.
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IV.BIOLOGICAL RESOURC®SuId the project: Paentially | Less Than | Less Than| No Impact
Significant| Significant | Significant
Impact With Impact
Mitigation
Included

a) Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or thro
habitat modifications, on any species identified as a candidate,
sensitive, or special status species in local or regional plans, X
policies, or regulations, or by the California Department of Fish
and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?
b) Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habita
other sensitive natural community identified in local

regional plans, policies, regulations, or by the Califo
Department of Fish and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Ser
c) Have a substantial adverse effect on state or feder
protected wetlang (including, but not limited to, marst
vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct removal, filli
hydrological interruption, or other means?

d) Interfere substantially with the movement of any nati
resident or migratory fish or wildlife species or with established
native resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or impede the
use of native wildlife nursery sites?
e) Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protect
biological resources, such as a tree preservation polic X
ordinance?

f) Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habi
Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation Plan, or
other approved local, regional, or state habitat conservat‘ion

plan?

DiscussionTheproposediocation for the iorexchange treatment system lietween apaved area andn existing building.

No modification of existing habitat woulitcurdue tothe proposed project. Th8ite is developed as a nut processing fagility
soproposed projectctivitieswould notimpact riparian habitats or sensitive natural communitiEse proposedite is not
located within a biologically sensitive area per the California Natural Diversity Database. No federally protected wetlands
potential wetlands are identified in the propedproject area on theNatural Communitie®ataset Viewerno impacts to
wetlands are anticipated. No modification to any habitat that would interfere with migration of any species is antidipated

to proposedproject activities. The proposeproject would not conflict with any policies or ordinances protecting biological
resources or conflict with any habitat conservation plans. No impacts to biological resources are anticipated.

Mitigation: None.

References:
California Natural Diversity Database Maggwed via BIOS Viewer, September 22, 2021

Calfornia Department of Water Resources, Sustainable Groundwater Management. Natural Communities Dataset
Viewer.https://gis.water.ca.gov/app/NCDatasetViewerAccessed September 22, 2021
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V.CULTURAL RESOURCHE®uId the project: Potentially | Less Than | Less Than| No Impact
Significant| Significant | Significant
Impact With Impact
Mitigation
Included
a) Cause a substantiativerse change in the significance o X
historical resource as defined in § 15064.5?
b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance X
archaeological resource pursuant to 8§ 15064.5?
c) Disturb any human remains, includthgse interred outside X
of formal cemeteries?

DiscussionThe proposed project Site is on a developed parcel between a paved area and a birisliakption and operation
of the system would nahvolve any ground disturbing activities anduld not result in the disturbance of human remains or
any previously unexposed historical or archaeological resouhcanclusion, no impacts anticipated relateddaltural
resourcesare anticipated.

Mitigation: None.
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VI.ENERGY Potentially | Less Than | Less Than| No Impact
Significant| Significant | Significant
Impact With Impact
Mitigation
Included
a) Result in potentially significant environmental impact d
to wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of X
energy resources, during project construction or
operation?
b) Conflict with or obstruct a state or local plan for X

renewable energy or energy efficiency?

Discussion:

Pressure generated by untreated groundwater pumped from an existing well would provide the pressure required t
cause water to flow through the proposed ion exchange treatment systékdded energyse associated with the
proposedproject would belimited to the energy required ttrangport and exchangéhe treatment vessels approximately
once per month No wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of energy are anticipated during construction or
operation of the ion exchange water treatment system. In swry, no impact$o energy resourcesre anticipated.

Mitigation: None
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VIl. GEOLOGY AND SOHMWould the project: Potentially | Less Than | Less Than| No Impact
Significant| Significant | Significant
Impact With Impact
Mitigation
Included

a. Directly or indirectly causgotential substantial adverse
effects, including the risk of loss, injury, or death
involving:

i. Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as delineate
on the most recent AlquisPriolo Earthquake Fault
Zoning Map issued by the State Geologist for the
area or based on other substantial evidence of a
known fault. Refer to Division of Mines and Geology
Special Publicatiod?2.

ii. Strong seismic ground shaking?

iii. Seismic related ground failure, including
liquefaction?
iv. Landslides?

b. Result insubstantialsoil erosion or the loss of topsoil?

c. Belocated on a geologic unit or soil thatursstable or
that would become unstable as a result of the project,
and potentially result in on or off site landslide, lateral
spreading, subsidence, liquefaction or collapse?

d. Belocatedon expansive soil, as defined in Tablel1B of
the Uniform Building Code (1994), creating substantial X
direct or indirectrisks to life or property?

e. Have soils incapable aflequately supporting the use of
septic tanks or alternative waste water disposal systems

X|X| X [X

x

where sewers are not available for the disposal of waste X
water?
f. Directly or indirectly destroy a unigue paleontological X

resource or site or unique geologic faat?

DiscussionPer theUnited States Department of Agriculturatural ResourceSonservation Service, soil types present at the
Siteinclude clayjjoam and gravelly clay loanGeologic hazards are not identified in the Site vicinity inStamislaus County
General Plan or o@alifornia Department of Conservation web mafi®e nature and scale of the proposgajectwould not
result in any seismic activity, impacts to unstable or expansiveosodguire use of septic tanks or alternatiwastewater
disposal systemd.he proposegrojectdoes not include any ground disturbing activitigEBSummary, the proposedould
have no impact on geologic and soil resources

Mitigation: None

References:
California Department of Conservation. California Geologic Sur@eplogic Maps and Geologic Hazard Maps

Stanislaus County, 201Stanislaus County General Plan, Chapter 5

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Seideb. Soil Surveyugust 2021.
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Vill. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIOM&uld the project: Potentially | Less Than | Less Than| No Impact
Significant| Significant | Significant
Impact With Impact
Mitigation
Included

a) Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly
indirectly, that may have a significant impact on t X
environment?
b) Conflict with an applicable plan, policy or regulation adop
for the purpose of reducing the emissions of greenhouse X
gases?

Discussion:

The amount of GHG emissions associated thigtproposedprojectare limited to emissions from transportatiarsedduring
the exchange of the resin vessdtsand from the Culligan Water FacilityModesto, Californiawhich is anticipated to occur
monthly. The small increase in GHG emissions wbeltkss than significant.

Mitigation: None
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IX. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIAMSuUID the
project:

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
With
Mitigation
Included

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No Impact

a) Create a significant hazard to the public or the environn

materials?

through the routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardpus

b) Create aignificant hazard to the public or the environme

involving the release of hazardous materials into

environment?

through reasonably foreseeable upset and accident conditjons

¢) Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or ac
hazardous raterials, substances, or waste within egaearter
mile of an existing or proposed school?

d) Be located on a site which is included on a list of hazar

the public or the environment?

materials sites compiled pursuant to Government Code Section
65962.5 and, as a result, would it create a significant hazard to

e) For a project located within an airport land use plan

public airport or public use airport, would the project result
a safety hazardor excessive noiséor people residing o
working in the project area?

where such a plan has not been adopted, within two miles pf a

n

f) Impair implementation of or physically interfere with

plan?

adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation

0) Expose people @tructures either directly or indirectlyto
a significant risk of loss, injury or death involving wildland fir

DiscussiornThe proposed projecdoes nad involve the transport, use or disposal of hazardous materials, or the release or
hazardous materials into the environmeait the $te or elsewhere TheSiteis not included in the California Department of

Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) lisamdirdous waste and substances sites (Cortese Lisig antlocatedvithin two miles
of a public airportThe closest airport to the Site is thtodesto CityCounty Airportocatedapproximatelyd miles to thewest
The proposed project would not intenfe with the implementation with any emergepresponse or evacuation plan pose

any risks associated with wildland firdéls summary, the proposedould result in no impacts associated with hazards and

hazardous materials

Mitigation: None.

ReferencesCalifornia Department of Toxic Substances Control, 2080ardous Waste and Substances Distvnloaded
from https://calepa.ca.gov/SiteCleanup/CorteseLigtlgust 2021
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X.HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALWuld the project: | Potentially | Less Than | Less Than| No Impact
Significant| Significant | Significant
Impact With Impact
Mitigation
Included

a. Would the project violate any water quality standards (¢
waste discharge requirements or otherwise substantially X
degrade surface agroundwater quality

b. Substantiallydecreasegroundwater supplies or interfere
substantially with groundwater recharge such thia¢
projectmay impede sustainable groundwater
management of the basin?

c. Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the s
or area, including through thalteration of the course of
a stream or riveor through the addition of impervious
surfacesjn a manner which woutd

i.  result in substantial erosion or siltation -oor off-
site?

ii.  substantially increase the rate or amount of
surface runoff in a manner which would result i X
flooding on or off-site?

iii.  create or contribute runoff water which would
exceed the capacity of existing or planned
stormwater drainage systems or provide X
substantial additional sources of polluted runoff;
or per IS <sig

d. Inflood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zones, risk release
pollutants due toproject inundation?

e. Conflict with or obstruct implementation of a water
quality control plan or sustainable groundwater X
management plan?

DiscussionWhen the proposed treatment system requires flushiolipwinginstallation of new ion exchange cartridges,
the water used to flush the system woub@ captured at an ofHte storage tank and disposed of oftesat an approved
treatment facility. There woald be no discharge of system waste to land or surface walédre proposed projeciwould

not result in any discharge land or water orSte, sowould not violate any water quality standards or waste discharge
requirements. Furtherthere are no reasondp anticipated alterations to drainage patterns at the Sitée Site and
surroundings are identified by FEMA to be ZdheAreaDetermined to be Outside the 0.2% Annual Chance Floodplain
and is not in a tsunamic or seiche zotiere is no risk of pollutant release to the environment from a flood as the Site is
not in an identified flood hazard zone.

Mitigation: None
References:
Federal Emergency Management Agency, Flood Map Service Center,

https://msc.fema.gov/portal/search? AddressQuery?880%20Yosemite%20BIvd%2C%20Waterford%2C%20CA%20953¢
6#searchresultsanchpaccessed August 2021
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Xl. LAND USE AND PLANNIN®/ould the project: Potentially | Less Than | Less Than| No Impact
Significant| Significant | Significant
Impact With Impact
Mitigation
Included
a. Physically divide an established community? X
b. Cause a significant environmental impact due to a con
with anyland use plan, policy, or regulation adopted for X
the purpose of avoiding or mitigating @amvironmental
effect?

DiscussionThe proposegbrojectwouldnot result in any changes in land use. Furtlteereare no established communities
in the proposed project are@p no established communitieguld be splitdue tothe proposed projectThe Ste is located
on land zoned asGeneral Agriculture 40 ActeThe proposed projeatvould not conflict with this zoning designatiorin
summary, he proposedvould have no impact on land use or planning.

Mitigation: None

References
Stanislaus County, 2015. Stanislaus County General Plan, Chapter 5
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Xll. MINERAL RESOURGESould the project: Potentially | Less Than | Less Than| No Impact
Significant| Significant | Significant
Impact With Impact

Mitigation

Included
a)Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resot
that would be of value to the region and the residents of the X
state?
b) Result in the loss of availability of a locaityportant mineral
resource recovery site delineated on a loganeral plan, X

specific plan or other land use plan?

DiscussionPer maps prepared by the State Division of Mines and Geolog$étie not located in an area identifidy the

State Division of Mines and Geology as containing commercially viable mineral resburtiesr, the Stanislaus County
General Placonservation/Open Space Element does not identify any areas in addition to those identified by the State Divisic
of Mines and Geology for valuable mineral resour@é&®reare no known mineral resources of significance in the proposed
project area. However, the proposed project would not prevent access to potential mineral resources should there becorr

interest in the area. In summary, the propos&duld have no impacto mineral resources

Finding: No Impact
Mitigation: None

References:

California Department of Conservation, Division of Mines and Geology, 1993. Mineral Land Classification of Stanislaus

County, California, Special Report 173. Higgins, C., Dupras, D. 1993.

Stanislaus County, 2015. Stanislaus County General Plan, Chapter 5
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XIlIl. NOISE- Would the project result in: Potentially | Less Than | Less Than| No Impact
Significant| Significant | Significant
Impact With Impact
Mitigation
Included

a. Generation of a substantial temporary or permanent
increase in ambient noise levels in the vicinity of the
project inexcess of standards established in the local X
general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable standards
of other agencies?

b. Generation okxcessive groundorne vibration or

groundborne noise levels? X
c. For a project located withithe vicinity of a private

airstrip oran airport land use plan or, where such a plan

has not been adopted, within two miles of a public airport X

or public use airport, would the project expose people
residing or working in the project area to excessive noise
levels?

DiscussionThe level of noise associated wiitoposedsystem installation and operation is expected toni@imal andwell
belowthe standards establisheith the Stanislaus County General Plabhapter 14 Noise Element. He proposedvould

not result in a gbstantial increase in ambient noise levetsgroundborne vibrations.There is no public airport located within

a two-mile radiusof the Site and there are no sensitive receptors (i.e., school, nursing home, hospital) locatedita the S
vicinity.In summay, thereare noimpact expected with respect to noise

Mitigation: None
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XN. POPULATION AND HOUSIN®ould the project: Potentially | Less Than | Less Than| No Impact
Significant| Significant | Significant
Impact With Impact
Mitigation
Included
a. Induce substantialinplannedpopulation growth in an
area, either directly (for example, by proposing new X
homes and businesses) or indirectly (for example, through
extension of roads or other infrastructure)?
b. Displace substantial numbers of existpepple or
housing, necessitating the construction of replacement X
housing elsewhere?

DiscussionNo population growth or displacement of people woolctur as result of the proposed project. No impaots

population or housing aranticipated.

Mitigation: None




DRAFT

Stanislaus County Initial Study Checklist Page 19
XV.PUBLIC SERVIGES Potentially | Less Than | Less Than| Nolmpact
Significant| Significant | Significant
Impact With Impact

Mitigation

Included
a) Would the project result in the substantial adverse phys
impacts associated with the provision of new or physically
altered governmental facilities, need for new or physic
altered governmental facilities, the construction of whi
could cause significant environmental impacts, in order
maintain acceptable service ratios, response times or other
performance objectives for any of the public services:
Fire protection? X
Police protection? X
Schools? X
Parks? X
Other public facilities? X

DiscussionThe proposed project involves installation and operation of a water treatment system to supply safe drinking wate

primarily intended for existing group of employe&se proposegrojectwould not result in a need fonew constructioror
alteration of any governmental facilitiesn conclusion, there woulde no impacbn public services

Mitigation: None.
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XM. RECREATION Potentially | Less Than | Less Than| No Impact
Significant| Significant | Significant
Impact With Impact
Mitigation
Included
a) Would the project increase the use of existing neighborh
and regional parks or other recreational facilities such that X
substantial physical deterioration of the facility would occut or
be accelerated?
b) Does the project include recreational facilities or require
construction or expansion of recreational facilities which might X

have an adverse physical effect on #m@vironment?

DiscussionThe proposed project involves installation and operation whter treatment system for an existing population

of employees at the Sitd he proposed projealoes not include recreational facilities amdbuld not have any impact on the
demand for regional parks oecreational facilitiesin summary, there would be no impact on recreation resources.

Mitigation: None.
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XMI. TRANSPORATIGNWVould the project: Potentially | Less Than | Less Than| No Impact
Significant | Significant | Significant
Impact With Impact
Mitigation
Included
a. Conflict with gprogram,plan, ordinance or policy
addressinghe circulation system, including transit X
roadway, bicycle andedestrian facilities?
b. Would the project conflict or be inconsistent with CEQA X
Guidelines section 15064.3, subdivision (b)?
c. Substantially increase hazards due tgemmetricdesign
feature (e.g., sharp curves or dangerous intersections)|or X
incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)?
d. Resultin inadequate emergency access? X

Discussion:The proposed project does not involemy changes to existing roadwag® no increase in hazards due to
geometric design features or inadequate emergency access weuald.Since the proposed project involves an anticipated

monthly exchange of the resin vessels, there are additional transportation considerations for plosguigroject. However,

projects along an existing “high quality” transit corridor are presumed to cause less than a significant transport impact. Sin

the proposed project located adjacent to-Skate Route 132ess than significarn transportation reourcesare anticipated.

Mitigation: None.

References:

California Environmental Protection Agency. CEQA Guidelines, Section 15064.3(b).
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XVII.TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURQHESI the project:

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
With
Mitigation
Included

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No Impact

Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in t
significance of a tribal cultural resource, defined in Public

Resources Code section 21074 as either afsigdyre, place,

cultural landscape that is geographically defined in terms ¢
the size and scope of the landscape, sacred place, or objec
with cultural value to a California Native American tribe, an
that is:

—h

d

a.

Listed or eligible for listing itne California Register of

Historical Resources, or in a local register of historical
resources as defined in Public Resources Code section
5020.1(k), or

A resource determined by the lead agency, in its
discretion and supported by substantial evidento be
significant pursuant to criteria set forth in subdivision (g)

of Public Resources Code Section 5024.1. In applying the

criteria set forth in subdivision (c) of Public Resources

Code Section 5024.1, the lead agency shall consider the

significance of the resource to a California Native
American tribe.

Discussion The proposed projeatouldtake place in a developed are adjacent to an existing building, as shown on Figure 2

The proposed project wouldot involve ground disturbing activitiesso discovery opreviously unknown tribal cultural
resourcess highly unlikely. No impactstidbal cultural resources are anticipated.

According to Kristin Doud, Principal Planner with Stanislaus Cowrdy,September 4, 2021,Stanislaus County Hanot

received any requests for consultation from the tribes listed with the California Native American Heritage Commissiol

Therefore, no tribal notifications were required completedn conjunction with Cdtbrnia Assembly Bill 5&r the proposed
project

Mitigation: None.
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IXX UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTRMSId the project: Potentially | Less Than | Less Than| Nolmpact
Significant | Significant | Significant
Impact With Impact
Mitigation
Included

a. Require or result in theelocation orconstruction of new
or expandedvater, wastewater treatmenor storm
water drainage, electric power, natural gas, or
telecommunicationgacilities, the constructior
relocationof which could cause significant environmental
effects?

b. Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the
projectand reasonably foreseeable future developmen X
during normal, dry and multiple dry years?

c. Resultin a determination by the wastewater treatment
provider which serves or may serve the project that it has
adequate capacity to serve the project’s projected X
demand in addition to the provider's existing
commitments?

d. Generate solid waste in excess of State or local standg
or in excess of the capacity of local infrastructure, or

otherwise impair the attainment of solid waste reduction X
goals?
e. Complywith federal, state, and locahanagement and X

reductionstatutes and regulations related to solid wast¢

Discussion Theproposed projectvould not result in an increased demand for utilities or services including wadstewater
treatment, storm water drainage, electrical power, natural gas or telecommunications facilities, nor would the proposec
generate any solid wastd'he ion exchange vessels used in the ion exchange system lweaelplacedas needed, and as
noted above, and water used to flush the systevould be captured and stored until it can lakelivered to an approved
treatment facility Upon exhausting the ion exchange vessels, the vessel vibeultisposed at an approved facility.
summary, there woultbe no impact to utilities or services.

Mitigation: None.
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XX.WILDFIRE Would the project:

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
With
Mitigation
Included

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No Impact

Substantially impair aadopted emergency response ple
or emergency evacuation plan?

Due to slope, prevailing winds, and other factors,
exacerbate wildfire risks, and thereby expose project

occupants to, pollutant concentrations from a wildfire or

the uncontrolled spread of a wildfire?

Require the installation or maintenance of associated
infrastructure (such as roads, fuel breaks, emergency
water sources, power lines or other utilities) that may
exacerbate fire risk or that may result in temporary or
ongoing impacts to the environment?

Expose people or structures to significant risks, includi
downslope or downstream flooding or landslides, as a
result of runoff, posffire slope instability, or drainage
changes?

Responsibility Area indicate the proposed projecéhia LocaResponsibility Area.

Theproposed project would not impair an adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan. The Proje

Description: State Responsibility Areas are boundaries adopted by the Board of Forestry and Fire Proldwdim.
designated State Responsibility Areas are areas where the California Department of Forestry and Fire (CAL FIRE), |
financialresponsibility for fire suppression and preventidinese designated areas can be determined through review of
the Stanislaus County Fire Hazard Severity Zone Maps for State Responsibility Area and Local Responsibility Area
FIRE, 2007). Review of the Stanislaus County Fire Hazard Severity Zone Maps for State Responsibility Area and

location is not in a State Responsibility Area or lands classified as very high fire hazard severity zones

Theproposed project would not require the installation or maintenance of associated infrastructure (such lsehled,

emergency water sources, power lines, or other utilities) that may exacerbate fire risk or that may result in temporary o
ongoing impacts to the environment and would not impair an adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuatic
plan.Theproposed project would not expose people or structures to significant risks, including downslope or downstrearn
flooding or landslidedue torunoff, postfire slope instability, or drainage changes. Based on these findings, there are no

wildfire related impacts associated with the project

Mitigation: None

References:

California Department of Forestry and Fire (CAL FIRE), 2@0iislaus County Fire Hazard Severity Zone Maps in State

Responsibility AredNovember 7https://egis.fire.ca.gov/IFHSZAccessedugust 2021
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XA. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
With

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No Impact

Mitigation
Included

a) Does the project have the potential to degrade thelity
of the environment, substantially reduce the habitat of a fish
or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population to drop
below selfsustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant|or
animal community, reduce the number or restrict the rarmje
a rare or endangered plant or animal or eliminate important
examples of the major periods of California history
prehistory?

b) Does the project have impacts that are individually limit
but cumulatively considerableCumulatively considerable
means that the incremental effects of a project ¢
considerable when viewed in connection with the effects of
past projects, the effects of other current projects, and the
effects of probable future projects.)

c) Does tk project have environmental effects which w
cause substantial adverse effects on human beings, e X
directly or indirectly?

Discussion:

The proposed project involves installation and operation of an ion exchange water treatment syidterproposed

project does not have the potential to degrade the quality of an environmeirhpact a fish or wildlife habitat.

Further, the project will not have impacts that are cumulatively considerable in connection with other past, present or
future projects. Moreover, lie project is not expected tdegrade the quality of the environment or cause substantial
adverse effectsglirectly or indirectly on human being®n the contrary, the proposed project will enable FNF to provide
a safe and reliable source of drinking water to its employees and visitors.



DRAFT

FIGURES




Path: J:\GIS\FrazierNutFarms\Reports\Figure 1 Site Location Map.mxd

DRAFT

Tu
oL UMNg R ViR

Scale in Miles

-
o“g/@
g
0@
Modesto Canal
SITE LOCATION
FIGURE 1
SITE LOCATION MAP
FRAZIER NUT FARMS
WATERFORD, STANISLAUS COUNTY, CALIFORNIA
Drawn By: DPG | Checked By: LM | Date: 9/13/21 | File: Figure 1 Site Location Map.mxd




Path: J:\GIS\FrazierNutFarms\Reports\Figure 2 Site Map 9 30 21.mxd

e AT by e M

%DVH ligioerce:
AM Consulting Engineers, 2020. Public Water System Report,
Frazier Nut Farms, Inc., Waterford, California. December

LIO A

FJIR~

part ot % Trihydro

Drawn By: DPG | Checked By: LM Date: 9/30/21

LEGEND
@ WELL SITE
3"DISTRIBUTIONLINE DSSUR[LPDWHG ORFDWLF
/ PROPOSED LOCATION FOR ION EXCHANGE
//////A WATER TREATMENT SYSTEM
0 0
SCALE IN FEET
FIGURE 2
SITE MAP
FRAZIER NUT FARMS
WATERFORD, STANISLAUS COUNTY, CALIFORNIA
File: Figure 2 Site Map 9 30 21.mxd




Path: J:\GIS\FrazierNutFarms\Reports\Figure 3 Process Flow Diagram.mxd

%DV H ligure Source:
AM Consulting Engineers, 2020. Public Water System Report,
Frazier Nut Farms, Inc., Waterford, California. December

FIGURE 3

WATER SYSTEM
PROCESS FLOW DIAGRAM

FRAZIER NUT FARMS
WATERFORD, STANISLAUS COUNTY, CALIFORNIA

Drawn By: DPG

Checked By: LM Date: 9/13/21 | File: Figure 3 Process Flow Diagram.mxd





































	Transmittal Letter



